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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-23 are presented for examination. Claims 1,13, and 23 are 
independent claims. 

Drawings 

Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required In reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 
Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• On claim 12 line 4, "absent fonn the user interface" should be corrected to 
-absent from the user interface — 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

Claims 1-4, 10-16, and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Angiulo et al. (hereinafter Angiulo), United States Patent Publication 
number 2002/0135621. 

Regarding claim 1, Angiulo teaches a method comprising rendering a graphical 
user Interface (Web page) including at least one viewable graphical element (thumbnail 
image) (see Abstract, first sentence), the graphical element (thumbnail image) having a 
filename associated therewith (see paragraph [0008], last sentence), the filename being 
absent from the user interface (see Figure 8). 

Regarding claim 2, Angiulo teaches that the at least one viewable graphical 
element is an icon. The thumbnail images as taught by Angiulo (see Abstract) are the 
same as the icons of the instant application. 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Angiulo teaches determining if the filename is 
displayed on the user interface is based upon a type of data associated with the 
filename. Angiulo further teaches that the filename is not displayed if the data 
associated with the filename is image data. Anglulo's Invention displays only image 
data with the .JPG extension (see paragraph [0056], first sentence). Both the thumbnail 
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image and the filename cannot be displayed by Angiulo's invention if the file is not an 
imageof type JPG, 

Claims 10-12 recite limitations regarding the aligning of the graphical elements 
on the user interface display. Angiulo teaches all the elements of claims lb-12 
including determination of the alignment of graphical elements on the user interface 
display (see paragraph [0066] and Figure 4). 

Claims 13-16 recite a system with substantially the same limitations as claims 1- 
4. Therefore, claims 13-16 are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 20 and 21 recite a system with substantially the same limitations as 
claims 10-12. Therefore, claims 20 and 21 are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 22 recites an article of manufacture with substantially the same limitations 
as claim 1 . Therefore, claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 23 recites a method with substantially the same limitations as claim 12. 
Therefore, claim 23 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not.be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-9 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Angiulo. 



Application/Control Number: 10/809,050 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2173 

Claims 5-9 recite that the filename is not displayed if the data associated with 
the filename is multimedia data, image data, video data, or audio data. Furthermore, 
claims 5-9 recite that the filename may not be displayed based on an attribute of the 
filename, or if it is determined that the filename is machine generated. 

Angiulo's invention does not display filenames when presenting image 
thumbnails because the filenames are redundant for the purpose of distinguishing the 
files from each other. Furthermore, it was well-known in the art at the time the invention 
was made that thumbnail images displayed within image galleries need not show 
filenames because they can be distinguished among each other visually. Likewise, 
certain types of data in which distinctive features of the data can be extracted and 
shown visually in the form of a thumbnail need not show the filename with the 
thumbnail. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to extend Angiulo's invention to include compilation and display of 
other file types, the other file types not displaying the filenames if displaying the 
filenames would be redundant. 

Claims 17-19 recite a system with substantially the same limitations as claims 5- 
9. Therefore, claims 17-19 are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Alvesteffer whose telephone number is (571) 
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270-1295. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 10:30AM- 
7:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571)272-4048. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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